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A COMMUNITY SURVEY AND ETHNIC MAPPING PROCEDURE 1
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.
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Introduction o ,

-
'3

* '

O [
Dr. John ‘A. Carpenter summarizes needs and problems expressed in
proposals submitted for grants under Title IX ‘of the ﬁlementary and

Secondary Education Act, the Ethnic Studies Program.2 A sample of these

2
~

needs and problems suggests T

1) ".....restriction 6f the cultural experience in the school to
a single, dominant culture is 3 cause of educational alienition
for some students and a,source of severe ethnocentrism for all."

L

2) "There is need for an inter-cultural dimension in education. Tﬁe

* task is to incorporate data and experignces from domestic ethnic
_cultures into the regular program which is pursued by the majority |
. of students." : '
s < .
3) The capacitygand willingness of teachers for '"openness, trust, s

and ability to commufricaté with “persons, young and adult, from
othe? cultures." . ’
F .
4) * A problem typifying mépy of the proposals was. ''the emphasis on

sgpdying about cultures, rather than directly experiencing them".

y-

»

In the tonclusion to his foﬁgrérd%‘Dr. Carpenter states: ,
"We need to develop soundwhodels, analytic and expérience—based,

which focus'both.upbn understanding the precesses of culture and part-

' dcipating in them. most significant source of experience is in our
own communities, especially our pluralistic communities. While some
ethnic communities express antagonism toward schools which they see as
mono=~cultural, these communities could instead become cooperative: locations
of gecond culture experiences,partners with our schools in designing an
appropriate education for students. The variety of human expression so
‘real in the lives of people can then become a force for education in
classroom and home, with child learning interculturallyyfrom child, and
citizen from citizen."

14

Qur purpose in this paper is to outithe a rat%onale and procedure for

surveying and mapping the ethnic composition and community characteristics

for local units both in the City of Detroit and néighboring suburbs. - Hd%efplly,

this exercise will address some of the problems and needs reflected in Dr.

. Carpenter's comments. Ideally the project could be impiemented as a coordinated

..
.

social studies project centered around the area's échoolégystemg, ranging from |

N o4 [}
W) .
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' ~ ‘ .
university. Clearly other interested
-

-‘2—
the elementary level through to the

centers wouldsnot be precluded from involvement in the project. ﬁowever,

R -

complete participation by all school systems is not essential since any one

comnunity study could stand alone and sféll be dseful for that community's

.

purposes. The project, ambitious though it may be, is certainly less ambitious

than that of the geographer Sir L. Dudley Stamp, who marshalled the schoolboys

of gngland during World War 41 to produce a nationwide land use study that is

”

still used today.

- N

., A

<

This monograﬁh is divided into five sections:

1) An outline of the rationale fongkonducting a community survey.

~

2)

A theory section with discussion-centered on: (a) ethnicity,

(b) neighborhood, (c) community.

3) An outline of methodological considerations for mapping and surveying

3

a community.

[
' .

4) Suggestions for ethnic research projects in the Detroit area.
/

] ?

5) A sources section with references and information related to: R

.

(a) Detroit ethnic bibliography, (b) Sampling,.(c) destionnéiré’/

design and interviewing.technigue, (d) Data and agency sources.

~ :
.

Thencommunity survey.and mapping project is valuable from an education

) Bl

Rationale’

>

.

al

1] .
standpoint. Some of the educational benefits are summarized as follows:

XY

1) The exercise is' experiential and communicative as students become

-

. v
involved with their community, relatives, add other community residents.
2

Involvement generally léads to greatgr self-awareness as students are con-

o a0
*

fronted with questions of their own identity, their family history, and the

historical processes that have been at work in tﬁeir community. Furthermore,

gince most communities exhibit some measure of hete;ggeneity the project will

.

. {
,«aggfzf*‘

L4
L}
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foster inter-gultural contacts and understanding.

. L * -~ .
N o 2) In copducting the survey, students acquire skills common to many

of the soEiai sciences.. Observational skillg will be developed during the

~ - .

course 6§ the survey, which will employ sampling_techniques and interviewing

! procedures. Later in the éurvey’there is exposure to methodologies involving

-

! RN data cqllection, coding, mépping? graphing, statistical analysis, writing, and

/editing. ” - ) v

J ° .

) . 3) Participants in the survey will, through inductive proceéses growing

ot of their own experience, gain theoretical insights into topics such as:

(a) Migration (to the country, within the country, to the city, within

-
» " . -,

the city) ’ .

Y

(b) Assimilation and acculturation (melting pot vs. friple melting pot

.

Y " vs. cultwral pluralism, etc.) - . -
(¢) Community and neighborhood . -

-

N

A tommunity survey arld mapping project will, in addition to the peda- .
£ -

gogical benefits,'belﬁf practical value for the following reksons:

1) Data will beTcollected for a small sectfon of the city. Generally

{

such data are not available in publishéd reports since datg collection units -
i the United States Bureau of the Census is the block; unfortunately, informatibn

at this scale is very limited. The next larger unit used is the census tract,

. <
7 usually are not at such a fine scale. For example, the smallest unit used by,
[y

-,

a unit usually consis&ing of from 4 - 5,000 people. Unfortunately, census
tracts tell nothing of demographi& variations within them, and their boundaries

»

rarely coincide with the physical and psychological boundaries perceived by

residents. '

\(/ _ ’ (d) Social nefworks in an urban setting . g //
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’

2)' The nature of the data we are proposing to collect differs from that

available in the census and most other published reports. In “addition to the )
ethnic mapping aspects of the progect information can be collected on items

relating to the social history of the community, the adequacy of available )

services ‘(public transportation, police, schools, shopping, ‘medical care, etc.),
4

]
the importarce of~kinshi networks in the area, the quality of the physical 4//'
/

environment (hous1ng pollution effects, etc. ), and the nature of the boundaries
both within the cpmunity and with adjacent communities. j v
3) The ephnic map of local areas will be‘valuable since it will not only '

portray the ethnic make-up of the area but also will show the degree to which

spatial

lustering has been maintained. In a number of communities throughout
!
. . . -t
the’ D troit’area spatial clustering js a recent, on—going process, as for example

.

south Dearborn where approximately 400 - 600 persons from the village of

Tibnine, Lebanon rekide within about five blocks of each other-.3

%

A generalized ethnic map of the Detroit area published in 1972 (see

pages 12-15) has been useful for a wide variety of local agencies. The technique

has been adopted or modified in other cities, and‘requests for maps have been

<« -
+ nationwide and even worldwide in scope. Detailed maps at a finet scale will be
, - . ’ / v . AN ’
equally useful for agencies “operating at the neighborhood level. )
. L

The next section, which precedes our discussion of the procedures for con-

- .
4 ] ~

ducting a community survéy and mapping activity, discusses some of the issues

rélated to defining ethnicity, neighborhood and community.

L 4

" Theoretical Considerations: Ethnicity, Meighborhood, and Comnunity g

‘ L3
1. Models of Social Reality: The Melting Pot or Pluralism? .

-

The picture of American society that appears to be most w1despread is an

.

image of a polarized society, consisting of "whites" and non-whitesf, or

-

¢ ’ ) 8
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"minofities".é Within each of these categories, according to this image in
its popularized form, everyone is pretty much alike: white people share es-
. . !

sentially similar ideals, interests and views of the world "non-whites"

* .are fundamentally alike. Each of these two catggories, then, 'is viewed as
. ‘ ;

a.melting pot — one for whites, and another for "minorities".

iR Y

. How is the Aﬁerican melting pot supposed to have worked *for whites, and

. how 1s it envisioned to work for minorities in the future? In brief, all the

c’u

multifudes of individuals who have come to the cfties of America from other
N

countries, or from rural part$ of the United States, are expected to rid

themselves of theiw unique cultures, views of the world, and ways of doing

¢ ”~

things, and think and act like generalized Ameriéﬁnsu Institutions such as

tﬂe,schools, social agencies, and factories and other places of employment
iv) .
are intended to help melt them dowh into a common mould. Indreturn for shedding
. < _ﬂ\ .
their communities, and their identities as members of communities, they are

a

rewarded with'the chance to achieve as individuals in American sdciety,'to
i . . s .
share in the opportunities of American life. That is, they can use the institu- -
) -

tions provided for them, work very hard, and thus gain the opportunity to have

a better job, more income, and more acceptance from the larger society than

“

_their parents had. . w >

.

"Minorities", particularly Blacks, were the first in recent years to call .
public attention to the fact that the general%?ed American melting pot is not
working, and'that‘phe minority melting pof does not exist. Other groups watched’

P
as Blacks, Latinos and Native Americans challenged the notion of the melting o

-

pot both as a social reality, and as a social goél, and asserted their desires
£ ®

to preserve and build upon the strengths of their own unique cultures.

yoo | _‘




Then other groups began to question the existence of the "successful"

melting pot -- the.one into’ which all the whites were supposed to have merged.

]
-

Maﬂy people began to wonder whether, they really had given up their communit ies

I3

and identities in order ‘o share the rewards of achievement in America. They

began to question how much they had really achieved and were able to achieve,

and how much they had lost. They, like mang members of "minority groups", began o)
-to question whether it ig really necessary for all to become alike in order
for® all to participate equally in the promise of American life

. Increasing numbers of. social scientists now are supporting a pluralistic

-~

model of American society.5 They Kave begun to documént the degree to which .

~

Amer ican social reality has beer, and continues to be, multi-ethnic. 1In doing

!
so,( they have discovered that there is a great deal of variation among whites,
as well as among peoples lumped together into that other pot.q

1

T - ) /
- 2. The Detropit Setting .

>

Detroit can be considered a living example of the reality of pluralism.\ *
. .

A rich variety of ethnic communities and neighborhoqu are found today not ‘
‘ only within the city, but in the subunbs of the metropolitan area. About 27
]

|
]
|
1
|

percent of the white population of the Detroit metropolitan area was of foreign

birth or parentage in 1970., Another 18, percent of the population of the metro~

” .

politan area -- or 44 percent of the City of Detroit aloné —- are Blacks, ac-—

cording to the 1970 census.. It is impossible to accurately estimate the number
. .
of Detroiters who are grandchildren of immigrants, or the number for whom ethnié’

identity, or participation in ethnic community life, remains meaningful.

.

- To study the development of the Detroit area is to study the history of .

its peoples -- the many ethnic groups who contributed in a great vari ty of ways
Y Y

to the city's growth Detroit's peoples today still include the descendants of

¢ -

ERIC | 10 | -
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—N . . -

-. ‘ ' ' ;“ .
the city's first.residents and builders -- Native Americans, Ffenéh,‘English,

.

Scots, and Yankees from the northeastern states. They include those who have

4
’

built the city's industries, -schools, churches, businesses, labor unions, and

cultural insitituions as we know them tpday -- the Germans, Irish, Poles, Blacks,
\ .

, Hungarians, Italians, Jews, Latinos,and countless other,grbups, both large and
. ] “ -

small. ;

Over the generations these peoples and many others have built flourishing

communities and neighborhoods in Detroit and its -suburbs. Many of these com-

munities aré viable today, although often not in the location where they were

first establiéhed. With the passage of years there have been many changes in the

»

social geography of the Detroit area. It would be interesting and WD}thwhile

to map not only the ethnic composition of Detroit's neighborhoods today, but *

also to map changes in the ethnic makeup of particular neighborhoods over time.
Most of the city's neighborhoods have undergone ‘ethnic succession. One east

side aréa, for examplé, was first iﬁhabited predominantly by French, then

British, then Germans, then Italians, and now Blacks.

<

.

-

3. Defining Ethnicity =

.

. 1 .
. The reality of ethnic pluralism and ethnic community life {s best appreciated-

by looking closely at the history and development of a city like Detroit, or

, at the variegated mosaic of communities and neighborhoods the city still presents
to the aware obsefver. Yet there is a need'for more geheralized definitions of
ethnicity to guide ;ur observation of the social reality we seek to understand.

There are almost as many definitions.and uses of the concept of "ethnicity"
;s there ;re scholars who have studied ethnic groups. One of the simplest ana
most widely used is the notion of the ethnic group as a pépulation that is set

K

off by race, religion, or national origin, or a combination®of these. In this

sense, an ethnic group is a social category. There fs no necessary implication
R -

"8 11
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.of Pollsh foreign stock in the Detroit metropolitan area in 1970, it is simply

"reporting on the number of people of Polish birth or parentage. This is an ’

-8~

” -

in this definition of consciousness, or self~identification, or social ties of

any kind among individuals who are members of * the same category: these elements
may or may not be present. Neithé;’does this way of defining ethnicity contain
an implicit explanation of how a culture and a sense of peoplehood are passed

on to the next generation, nor 'indeed a requirement that these be present at all.

For example, when the U. S. Census tells us that there were 159 643 people

-~

FOS—

important but limited way to define and count the Polish ethnic groﬁp 6p~p6pulation.

Tt does not convey to us how many people identify themselves as Poles, or how

-

many take part in activities ihAthQ Polish community, or draw upon elements of

!

the Polish heritage in raising their children. .

Looking at ethnicity as a social categori.leaves something to.be desired

. AY

for purposes of community studies. But it is the kind of definition that

-

lies behind much of the available information about Detroit's ‘ethnic peoples and

neighborhoods, including the U. S. Census, and other data collected by govern-

- . .
I

ment agencies, and sugye& data derived from individual or household responseg

to questionnaires.7 It is also the most feasible kind of definition of.
Q

ethnicity to use in an initial mapping and description of a neighborhood ot

-
v

community. .

.

"minority groups,' and ''the majority" also view ethnic groups as social categories.

"Mingrities" are usually considered to be ethnitally-labeled groups that hold

subordinate positions in a context of power relations within a society. Dis- ,

i

i

|

Most discussions conceptualizing society in térms of relations between 1
1

. . J
cussion.of ethnic.Froups as sabordinate minorities usually include only Blacks, 1
N i
i

1

Latinoix;Native Americans, and groups of Asian origin. When wpite ethnic groups

, -
-~

are defined as social categories,. people beyond the immigrant and second gen-

erations are usually excluded from consideration, as for example, in the case *}

.
.
‘

12 S




of the U. S. Census. ‘Thye census definitiodd, and other classifications of

ethnic groups as social cateéories, frequently ent§i1 vague or unsatisfactory

ways of specifying napioﬁality of origin, and of sorting out national origin .

from language, religibus or cultural group. N .

Another definition of ethnicity that may provide_a meaningful ,orientation
. . - - . L] .
po;nt for community studies has been proposed by Otto Teinstein:
Ethnicity means peoplehood, a sense of commonality or community
derived from networks of family relations which have over a number
of generations been the carriers of common ‘experiences.” Ethnicity,
in short, means the culture of people and is thus critical for
values, attitudes, perceptions, needs, mode of expression, behavior, .
'aqd identiy, whether or not we are conscious of our ethnic identity.

@
N r, ’

. This definition views the ethnic group as a social network. It emphasizes
groyp K ¢

ties among people, and shared experience over time, as the critical aspects ,

of ethnicity.9 These are also key elements in a meaningful definiQion'of

"community", as will be seen shortly. .

4. Defining Commuhity and Neighborhood

Just as, every soc?al scientist seems to have his or her own definitien

-

of ethnicity, so there are as many notions about community as there are pub-
. * 4 -
litatiofs on the subject. Definitions of what a community is are often mixed ~

with ideas. about what a community ought to be, and there is a vast literature

analyzing and comparing t!g various definitions and concepts of cqmmunity.10
. . - c

There does seerh to be a tendency for social scientists to define a com-

munity as a relatively permanent local social grouping 1K;t is either (1) inter-

actional in character, or (2) territorial in nature, or both.
Those who see the community as an interactional entity tend to view it

as a pattern or network of social relatioms. What is emphasized is the number,

kinds, intensity and functions of social relationships existiné among members

\

b,




~10-
-J ,
of the community: members are of course, those who participate in the social

network. 1. . . ' E -

Those who conceive of \the community as essentially a territorial éntity /
tend to define it as a settlemeht that is confined within a defined geographic

space. What is fmportant here is the relationship of residents with the turf

f"\
they occupy, and with other territories outside thesé& particular local boundaries.12

) .
In an effort to clarify concepts, we will henceforth refer to the terri-

~
-

torial community as a neighborhood, and the interactional community as a com-

nunity. ‘The concept "neighborh;od" hére suggests & relationship between people
and the territor§ wh;re'they dwell. "Community" suggests a social nefwork, a
set of relationships among people who may or may not reside in a common ter—
ritory. Thus a c?mqnmity rﬁayflso be a neighborl;xood., but is noi: necessarily

one. And a neighborhood may or may not be a community, depending upon whether
~

or not its occupants are involved in significant social interaction with each

ot

other.,

N - -

There are, of course, ethnic neighborhoods and ethnic communities.

Our fmage of the traditional ethnic neighborﬁood is one of a well defined

~territory which, when outsiders enter it, tantalizes the senses with smells
. Nt 2

|
J
J
1
4
|
There _ are multi-ethnic and nqﬁ-ethnic,neighborhoods and communities.,
k23

)

of  exotic foods drifting out of windows, and sounds of people speaking in un- ‘\J

familiar languages. Many~such immigrant ethnic neighborhdbds still exist in ;
Detroit. ' . ' PR 1

Nowadays,' the observer does not always recognize an ethnic neighborhood

C &
{ When he is in one. People in Warren or Dearborn don't dance the polka in the |

v

streets, but they may be involved in intensive interaction with other Poles
’ . \

s

Iiving nearby, and thus be residents of ethnic neighborhoods.1% Or they. may ,
v ’ -
be involved in active interaction with other Poles who live scattered across -

a4

-
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v

munities are of'quite'recent origin and have rarely been studied.
S ! B
Thus, there are many kinds of ethnic commpunities —~- some may be neighbor- /

. . ) “ : - o s o ¥ .
hood-based, and some tay not be. Mdst ethnic comunit ies were, probably fied

> .

to particular territories at some time in their development, both by ¢hoice,

~and by economic necessity and other constraints. ‘Some communities may remain

confined within specific localﬁyies primérily because they lack alternatives:

»

the movements of E%%éf members are restricted or cpnstg@ined. Such ethnic

v . )'v' - * ' - ’ '\
communities.have*bé&n called’ghettos.}é . - »

5. Studying the Community or Neighborhood

- The mapping of a partipular locality within a metropolitan'area would
generally involve an initial focus upon neighborhood. The neighborhood,

once it has been chosen and its boundaries agreed upon, becomes au object’ of

) study. .As they proceed. to map the neighborhood and to obsérve, describe and

4

catalog its traits and qualities, the résearch group may find that their
neighborhood is a community. 3

The broadéning of a mapping project or survey into a community study

requires the use of new research tools. The community study is an importamnt

research approach within sociay science. It often entails an attitude that
goes beyond a view of the community as‘an object of study, and demands the
direct participation or.involbement of the réseqrchers in the life of the com-
munity. This poses few problems éf access to researdher; who 1ive in and have

iong participated in the community. Such researchers havg_g distiunct advantage

N -

over the social scientist from the outside who wishes to do fie%d work in a

" -

community; he or she usually finds it necessary to move into and become part

of the community to the greatest degree possible. This is the'beginning of

the community study as a research approach. N

The mapping of a local community or neighborhoo§;cad be the first step in

-~ r
v i
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a stud&rof that néighborhood. The méthodological suggestions that follow are

based upon our experieﬁce in constructing -an ethnic map of the Detroit metro-

politan atea in 1971, using a survey as the data source (see Figure 1).

FIGURE'I

[insert 1971 ﬁap]

-
~

The map wds developed by superimposing a one mile grid or checkerboard

-

upon a base map of the Detroit area; students then coﬁducted four brief inter-
views with residents of each of the neighborhoodg coriesponding to the cells of
the grid. The information from the survey was then coded and plotted on the

base map; iesplting ethnic clusters were outlined. Similar procedures can

be used to map the ethfiic compositions of neighborhoods and local communities

i)

within the met;opolitan area. \\\

)

-~
1

Methodological Considerations

The neighborhood or local area survey, part of which could be used” to
v ’ .
construct an ethnic map, can be based on a sample survey. The object of any
éghpling procedure is to reproduce the characterigtics of the entire population

of the unit of study within a selected subgroup of that populé‘i:ion.l5 .The

nature and size of the sample will depend on a number of factors including: L

SN
l)’ the geographic area to be covened by. fhe survey,, ) 1
2)S the manpower and time available to conduct the survey, : -

L]

3) the(amohnt of'informatiop desired. ® T . e

*

1. Sampling
The block divisions used by the census would be ideal as the basic unit

for the survey since pﬁblished information is available for blocks.16 Further-~

-

» v ) "
more, information based on block data could be aggregated to census tracts.

.
* 16\ >
'
. . ‘

.

*

<
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TIf the manpower is insufficient for™ a complete survey of all blocks, then

. . ) . H N . -!!}'g) .

sampling procedures could be used, for exa@ple: T : RS

%

,1) taking a systematic sample of blocks within each tract_(every bther.

.

block, e%Fry third block, etc.)

.

2) taking a random sample of blocks within each tract. Each block would

have to be numbered and the sample drawn using random number tables.

N -

Again the size of the sample would'depend on time, manpower and need.

e t

. 3) A squate grid (square cells) could be placed over the study area and

random samples taken in‘residentiai areas? If the study area is large,
) 4 ¢ * -

. . then it might be desirable to _vary the size of the grid since population

densities decrease with increasing distance from the center of the city .

-
\ < v

2.  Questionnaire 1 ) Co- .

The nature, of. the questionnaire will vary depending on the purpose of

. . . - :
the strvey. In making the 1971 ethnic map of the Detroit metropolitan area the

questionnaire was brief\and simple.18 The intexviewer first introduced himselﬁ

. and the purpose of the study, explaining that he was working on a classlproject
to make a map of locations of ethnic groups ian?{rOit He or she gave examples
of ethinic groups, perhaps mentioning Blacks, Southern Whites, Poles, Germans; .
~ Jews and others Then the following questiohs were asked" l) "Do you know Whether

‘z:

_.most of the peoplei;iving in this neighborhood - at least half of the residents -

are members of one ethnic group¥'; 2) if not, ''Are there two or three groups
o “ @ - ’

*

taken together that nake up at least half of the population of the neighborhood?

If so, which groups?" 3) If not, "Are there more than three ethnic groups in

this heighborhood? vIf so, please list as many as you can."

Informants were asked to name specific streets and,blocks where the éthnic

- -

groups they mentioned were living. Responses were ‘recorded on a structured form.




’

. ethnic clusters ‘that appeared on the base map. In some cases it was necessary

4

-

_tried to interview said that he knew nothing about the neighbcrhood,.the student

able reliability.

boundaries rarely coincide with the boundaries of ethnic comgunities; "foreign

‘ and many of its smaller groups as well. The map ifdicated the locations of

' ) -14~

- . )

Non—residential areas were noted as sucﬁ\ If the first person the student

- - " b
. . . ) 3

tried someone else. .

The information from the .interviews was coded by students and plotted on
o

a large base magv A cartographer then drew isolines around the edges of

I
. ‘:

,\
. ’My..

to make interpolations between points, resulting in boundary areas of question~

-
v

3. Evaluation of Mapping Procedures. —

: o s L3

Limitations. of ceggus data was one reason for drawing a map based on a S
- & 3 . . ¢

field survey. Among these limi s are the facts that census tracc
i E

-~

-

4 i t . .,.1
scpckﬂ as used 1in the census encompasses only immigrants and their children and
. -y [y ot b‘
leaves out of actount those who have been in this country for more than two
* . v . . , _'h.]
generations; many ethnic groups are not” counted in the cﬁnSUQR i
® g oy

The 1971 ethnic map spatially defined Betroit's post nuneyous ethnic groups, &

*

. v

Jewish, Southern White and other communities fha; would not be shown on a map *
: . . 5

based upon census data. . , .
-~ L4 o

; The 1971 Detroit area map had many limitations. As in -any survey,
» % . 4 1 .-

‘the information gathered in the interviews represented people's perceptions of

“
.

the ethnic composition of their neighborhoods. Tne extent to which those per-

ceptions are accurate, in the sense tﬁat the} wquld &ield the same result as T
a house—to—house survey, or block-by-block survey, 1is of course unknown. Some
of this possible inaccuracy may be overcome by mapéing at the neighborhood scale,
using a random sampling method.

The map was limited by technical problems, such as che fact that the

¢ P A
scale of the grid was not fine enough to pick up every ethnic group, or to draw

-

o . '

o ' 18 - * —d

- EN . !

4
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exact boundaries around ethnic'communities. There was insui"%icient manpower
to use a 'fine_r grid. The quality of .the information obtained ‘also depended on
how heighhorhood regidents,_viewed their neighborhoods, and how well ini"ormed

.
the,m“s‘tddents had dYficulty in finding informants who had the

desired information, or who were willing to talk with students, or tq discuss

“,

.
I

T+ ethnicity. Other interviewers found most respondents well informed and co-

op erat ive. N

Student evaluations of the surv?\xperience varied. One student com-
mented, "I enjoyed doing the interviews'". Another student had the impression
that:

. Many people seem to be very shy about talking of ethmic groups. When
you mention [that this is a] Wayne State University project they listen,
. . but when they hear the word 'ethnic' they sudderily become very busy.
} R / Clergy, and people in their late teens, and early twenties, seemed to ‘be
the bést people to talk to. o

Since its‘ publication in 1972, the map has been widely used by agencies
’. . ) /‘- ¢ N -
throughout the metropolitan area..At this time wefee'l that more detailed map-—

) N
ping of local communities would be useful both for research and. teaching purposes

\
\
\
i
\
i
o
\
\
|
\
2 .

In addition to tJle survey questions related to mapping aspects, it would

- L] . a

{"*‘ be an easy matter to incdrporate questions to serve additional purposes that
" { might relate'to:"l‘9 '

»
a : (a) - The _history of the neighborhood, :
. , ' (b) Neighborhood services,
C (c) Contacts within the local area, .
(d) nglities of the physical envi?conment, ‘ A
. ]

* .

(e) Quality of housing. f ' X

)

The fourtl, section of the monograpl{l raises questions related to ethnicity

in the Detroit area. Insights regarding these and other questions can be de~

Ed

rived from 1oca1 area surveys.

~

\
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Suggestions for Ethnic Research Projects in the Detroit Area

1) Descriptive Studies

1 . . '

, N ) "

. / * "16" - o

Little has been done in Detroit to relate race and ethnicity with socio-

“ v M \ 1
3 , ° ]

economic status variables (occupations, income, etc.), or life cycle character- |

istics (family size. and age styucture). In other communities in the United 1

States, social areg'analyses have been\conducted using a variety of techniques

-
"

to identify dimehsiens that differentiaie various‘subcommunities froﬁ one. . _v*_*§
another., One method that has been used for analyzing urban\structdre is R fﬁﬁg
factorial eeolog&, that is, an examination of the ecological strqcture of ¢ I
commupities using the statistical technique of‘factor apalysis.zo Comparative‘ J
studies for a number of North American cities have made’it possible to arrive
at some tentative generaiizatidhs regarding the dimensions that underigé varia-
tions in the internal structure of urban areas. The factbrs or underlying
dimensions of spatial variation that usuaily emerge from these studies are
social rank, famlly life-style, and ethnicity. A number of studies have’shown
that in the American city socio—economic status varies by sectors, stage in. the
life cycle of families varies concentrically, and minority groups are spatially
clustered or nucleated. ‘ Wt . “ * .os

Other studies have focused on the question of residential'segregatied

both as a process through time and as a pattern at a point in time.z} Tools

have been developed to determine which g 0 ps are - the most segregated, and for

Lo
I‘ 4 (.

what reasons. .General spatial patterns, such as clustering, have also been
studied. For example, 2 group could be highly segregated, yet distributed
in a number of clusters throughout the urban area rather than conceptrated

in one section of thé city. Differences such as this could have far-reaching

t

iﬁplications; for example, the degree,of a group's concentration could .influence

types and numbers of businesses that could develop to serve the community,

and the potential for occupational differentiation within the grOup.22

20)
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It is essential that we have basic infotrmation about the racial and
ethnic composition of our urban area both in a static and dynamic sense.

Further, we need to correlate this information with other baéic data to de-

o, N

scribe the interrelationships among and between human groups and theii>SOCio-

A

economic environments. Oncedwe have done this we can begin moving, towards
an explanatibn of why areas differ in the characteristics and behavior of
their populations. . ‘

2. Some Research Directions

- ’
.

Historically the ethmic communities that formed in urban areas in the latter

P
‘

part of the mnineteenth ¢entury and the early part of the twentieth werq_made

) & up of immigrants having no capitél'or access to the rewards of an industrializiqg

capitalist society. These.urban communities tended to be spatially confined to
. . .

a few blocks, within which elaborate social networks developed.
But what of today's newly arriving immigrants? Do we have to reconsider

— -« .
what we mean by an .ethnie community? For example, there is a Korean Presby-
¢ . ? ! '

B o - ‘ -
terian community in Detroit -- highly professional; very dispersed throughout

~ <« the metropolitan area: but with the church as a unifying fpcug. This too is an

f N

. ethnic community, no longg% geographically confined, but with a close social

network made possible by the freeway, automobile, and télephone. What about

the Arab community?’ For many new arrivals the gpatially confined area serves

' . . ° - - ’
the same rol% that reception areas of the past have served as, for example,
. an area of Soith Dearborn which serves as a reception area for recent Arabic

speaking immigrants. But, others are moving diréctly to more outlying suburban

*

+ areas, joining Arabs who caﬁe earlier. - In short, we need to examineé gettlement
patterns of newly ;rriv££g immig:ants, and what role the group, whether it be
dispersed or confined, plays for new immigrants. We also need to consider the
meaning of ethnicity for second, third, and fourth generation ethnics, whose v

. communities may'no longgr be geographically confined.

"

L4
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Another aspect of migration to urban centers is. what might be termed

-

"the return home syndrome.') How, many newly arrivingj immigrants intend to
, N he

stay in Detroit? How strong are the home contacts? For éxample, many Appalachian

‘.

’

Whites are in effect '"commuting migrants", whose ties often are: so strong that .the
oo .

family remains in Appalachia while the head of thé family earns his‘incomé‘.
elsewhere. What happens to the returning migrant’s status in his home com~
munity? What aspects of ethnic community life does he establish in Detrodit?

Most central arbas of American cities'are vietved as undergoing rapid
F

change which marks the dissolution of old ethnic neighborhoods. While, by and

L v

large, this may be true, there are spill“many stable ethnic areas in older

sections of cities.l In Detroit, for example, many older Polish neighborhoods g '

~

exhibit aspects of this stability. What makes for the stability of some of

these older urban neighborhoods? To what degree is itr a resultaof-people’s

4

conscious choices? How much depends onfthe numerical size of the ethnic

group relativé to Sther groups, ‘the amount of competition for the housing

v
L L

stock from ether’ groups, and the degree to which an inter-generatipnal sense
of ethnfcity is maiptained? What role do 1nstitutions such as churches, schools,
bus:n.nesses, and social ‘clubs play in the maintenance of neighborhood stabilit‘

How valid is the ‘idea that sentiment and symbolism can become 80 attached to

land that these considerations override all other factors conducive to S

neighborhood change?
While it is true that some areas ere relatively’%table and slo¥ to change,
4
many cities, and Detroit is certainly one of them, have undergone considerable

change over the last two decades. 1Is there any pettern in the‘sequence ‘of
*
neighborhood change? Limited observations .of a Polish neighborhood n Detroit
that is undergoing chqnge‘suggest a sequence similar to that outline in
Some inetitutions never leavef what are the reabons for this? How
~ i .

- - * -
.

Figure 2.

v

22 . : .
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Model of Ethnic Neighborhood Change L ) ’ .
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. .
important is the ‘amount of capital and social investment in a particular

institution? Residual element$ usually will remain, and it should be possible

“

to reconstruct the entire ethnic history of any section of the urban area .
by piecing together scattered elements such as the evidence from church in-

13 »

. : . 2
teriors, names on the' fronts_of buildings, .and restagg’hts that now are city-
’ oo . ~ N 5 .
—~ ] .

serving frather than neighborhood-serving. ."

X..
. -
" "But what of the people that have left the imner city ethnic ‘enclges?

As the 1971 Detroit area map showed, suburbia is by no means homogenized.23

. How important are ethnic insfitutions for suburban dwellers raised in central

<Lt . ) r .
ethnic nejghborhood are carried over into the suburbs? Does the Catholic
L e & *
Church, for example, still play an important role in the lives of peoplé of

A

* Polish, Italian and Irish ancestry? Is.the extended family network still an

city ethnic neigh%%rhoods? How many of the values that developed’in the \\..a

s T important factor in day-to-day living? To what &ggree to Polish people

L

marry other Poles? Another factor to be considered are the ties that remain -
' ¥

e

with the central city. Certainly many people wérk therg?éotheys have.relatives
"in old ethnic areas, ‘and others still attend church in ﬁﬁg neighborhoods in which
they were raised. ‘Many new suburbanites are still membér; of a blue collar,
workinglclassk ethnic—orienteq c:ult:ul:e.z.4 This group has iegitimate gri;vances
‘in today's society. Unfortunately many white ethnic institu opé are‘??F,geared
to taking a s}rong initiative in dealing with social change;' Whéé is éane both .
by institutions and indiyiduals‘qo organize white.ethnics gﬁé.speak on behalf )

of their needs may well be one of the critical issues of-thé_seventies.25 g
- .

One of qhé reasons for mapping the distribution of Detroit's ethnic group
Was to make ;é possible to determine whether majqr social service institutions
such as hospitals, parks, public transportation lines, as well as major sources

of employment were ldhated so0 as to give each ethnic group equal access to /
. p .

.ghem.26 With industry rapidly decentralizing and residential ;sgregation of

"ERIC | 24 .
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‘Blacks a stark reality, a situation is de(reloping whereby suburban industry
faces labor shoftages and has resorted to busing workers from the inter city.

Reverse commuting is very muéh a part of the journey-to-work pattern here in

the Detroit area. Many studies have shown that Blacks have to travel farther

to work s well as f:f medical care, both pﬁysician and hospital treatment,

. .

The cohsequences of public programs that break up ethnie commpunities

v need to be evaluated. What are the psycﬁc;logical and ssocial. effec'i:s,_grf dis-
. l' “

L

location throdgh urban renewal ‘or expressway construction? How do people

adapt to a forced migration? Many examples of this type of renewal can be

found in the Detroit area involving, for example; ethnic\neighborh.oods that

-

were formerly Black/Polish, Arab, Mexican—American, Chinese, Greek or Maltese.

In this gection d:e ﬁave outlined some areas of inquﬁ that we think are ",

LN .

important. Partial answers to some of the questions will be forthcoming as

-

more, and more data become available. Furthermore, as new ethnic studigs

'programs are introduced into the school systems, teachers might find activities

such as the community survey and mapping project‘a useful teaching and research
, . .

. tool. A détailed mapping of a school district could be atyéellent ap~

s

) <

proach for advancing knowledge about the people and institutions that exist
. * [ N

in the mosaic of local areas that make up our metropolitan system.

L
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recently in Minneapolis. See Richard Wolniewicz, Ethnic Persistence in

-

Northwest Minneapolis: Maps and Commentary, Research Study No. I, Minn-
§

.
esota Project on Ethnic America, Minneapolis, Minn., 1973.

r - N
19. .Usefuf references include: A. Charnes, W. W. Cooper, and G. Kosmetsky,
i "Measuring, Monitoring and M;deling Quality of Life,'" Management Science,
19, No. 10 (June, i973), 1172-1188; Wiliiam Michelson, Man and His Urban - i
Environment: A Sociological Apgroach (Reading, Mass:, Addison-Wesley, i
' 1970). ) !
’ |
|
20. 'Factor aéélysis is a ﬁethod_deé%%hed to identify "fundamental dimensions ' J

of variation lying beneath the many variables cWaracteristically measured
v
for areas'. For a discussion of factorial ecology, readers are referred to

titled, "Comparative Factorial Ecology" (Brian J. L. Berry, Guest Editor) ~ -
includes an evaluation of fact?xial ecology and a number of comparative

urban studies. Another helpful discussion is Duncan Timms, The Urban

Mésaic: Towards a Theory of Residential‘Differenéiation (London: Cambridge

University éress, 1§Zl).
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23.

25.

26.

;Pattergs," American Journal of Sociology, 67 (1962), 673-681.
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-, .‘-25- ' ’ - N -
For a discussion of techniques for measuring residential segregation,

@

readers are referred to'Karl E. Taeuber and Alma F. Taedber, Negfoes in

Cities Residential Segregation and Neighborhood Change (Chicago, Ill.:

Aldiné, 1965), Appendix.A, pp. 195-245. ' S

-

¢ - o ‘ %
See, Martin T. Katzman, "Opportunity, Subculture and the E&dnomic Prefererce

of Urban Ethnic Groups," American Jouinal of Economics and Sociology,
ez

28 (1969), 351~366.

For other evidepse see Stanley Lieberson, "Suburbs and Ethnic Residentigl

-

. - Ve .
v -

3 .

3

When people move to suburbs, they do not take on a new life style or culture;
g g
changes usually occur before the move. Suburbia is not a melting pot, nor
’ ’ , %
is it a "classless society." See Bennett M. Berger, "Suburbia and the

. .
American Dream," in Sam Bass Warner (ed.), Planning for a Nation of Cities

(Cambridge: The M.I.T.Press, 1966). ' : .

1 . . L

¢

.For media comments on grievances of the ethnic working class see Jack . . 4

Rosenthal, 'Anger at Power Structure Voiced at Urban Ethnic Parley,"

New York Times, June 17, 1970; "A Rising Cry: 'Etb/ie—Power ," Newsweek, :

1

Dec. 21, 1970, 32—36, and Irving M. Levine, "Thé/;hite Working American,"

-

in Catholic Mind,(Jan. 1971), 3-10.

-

A selection of references on the spatial distribution of serviceé‘in~urban

areas includes: Richard L. Morrill, Robert J. Earickson, and Philip Rees,

"Factors Influencing Distances Travelled to Hospitals," Economic Geography,

46, No.2 (April, 1970), 1617171; Pierre de Vise, Slum Medicine: Chicago Style;

How the Material Needs of the City's Negro Poor are Met. Chicago Regional
B . r .
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Hospital Study Working Paper No. 48, Chicago: Hospital Plamning Council of

Chicago, 1968; Pierre de Vise, Misused and MI%placed Hospitais;and Doétors:,

A )

‘A Locational Analysis of the Urban Health Cart Crisis, Commission on Callege

N -

Gebéraphy, Resource Paper No. 22, Washington, D. C.: Association of American

.

Geographers, 1973; Gerald F. Pyle, Heart.Disease, Cancer and Stigkénin
Chicago. Chicago, Iliinois: The UniVErsity of Chicagé, Department of

Geography, 1971f(Research Paper~Series No. lék). ' :
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*

ETHNICITY IN DETROLT / . ‘

]

Aberbach, Joel and Walker, Jack, Race in the City: Political Trust and Public .

v Policy in'the New Urban System, Littlé Brown, 1973. i ) 1
1

3

|

{ Aswad, Barbara (ed.), Arabic Speaking Communities in American Cities, Center

for Migration Studies of New York, Inc. and Association of Arab-American

-~

University Graduates, Inc., 1974. " . \ ,

. Chaput,,Jonald Michigan Indians - A Way of Life Changes, Hillsdale, 1970. >

< R 3
v

ConantQ‘Robert American Odyssey, Doubleday, 1974.

<

Deskins, Donaild R., Jr., Residential Mobility of Negroes in Detrnit, 1837-1965,
Michigan Geograph%cal Publication ﬁo. 5, Dept. of Geography, University <

of Michigan, Ann Arbor, 1972.

Feinstein, Otto\(Ed.),'Ethnic Groqps in the City, Heath Lexington, 1971.

4

Gordon, Leonard A City in Racial Crisis, Wm. C. Brown Co., 1971
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Hartman, David W. (ed ) Immigrants and Migrants The Detroit Ethnic Experience,
’

(An Ethnic Studies Reader), Journal of University Studies, vol. 10, Fall,

. 1974, ' N

fass v - . o

Holli, Melvin, Reform in Detroit: Hazen S. Pingree and Urban Politics, Oxford h \)

University Press, 1969 |

2

Humphrey, Judy S., Segregation and Integration: A Geography of'People in

?
Metropolitan Detroit, (WSU, TTT Project), 1972, Advancement Press.

Kdtzman, David, Before the' Ghetto: Black Detroit in the Nineteenth7Century, T

University of Illinois Press, 1973.

.

Leggett, John, Class, Race and Labor: Working Class Consciocusness in Detroit,

)]

Oxford University Press, 1968.

Marger, Martin,' The Forc® of Ethnicity, (wsp Journal of University Studies and

. ) Ethnic Bicentennial Monograph Series), 1974.

Mason, Philip, Struggle for Survival: The Story of Michigan's Indians,

o

Y

Detroit Historical Museum, 1968. N
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Mc Laughlin, Doris, Micligan Labor: A Brief History from 1818 to the Present,

- -

- . Ann Arbor: Institute of Labor and Industrial Relations, 1970,
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-
.

Serrin, William, The Company and the Union: The "Civilized Relationship' of

’,ﬁ the General Mototfs Corporation and the United Auto Workers, Vintage, 1974.
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i

Geograph§; Wayne State University, 1970.~'

'Wichorek, yiéhael and Martha, Ukrainians in Detroit, 1968. (privately published)
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Widick, B. J., Detroit: City of Race and Class Violence, Quadrangle, 1973.
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Raj, Deo, Sampling Theory, New York: Mc Graw-Hill, 196§.
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Polonica, 18 (1970), 139-156. .
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Zarkovich, S.S. Sampling Mééﬁo&s and Censuses, Rome:.Food and Agriculturali

Organization of the United Natioms, 19%65. f s

' ~

- -~
¥
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* Backstrom, Charles H. and Hursch, .Gerald D., Survey Research, Chicago:

' Aé{fgzﬁstern Un%versity Press, 1963. ,

Clark, Roger N.; Hendee, John C.; Potter, Dale R.j;and Sharpe, Katwin M., '

Questionnaires for Research: An Annotated Bibliography on Design,

Construction and Use. . USDA Forest Resources Research Paper PNW 148 197i,

Portland: Pacific NW Forest and Range Experimeﬁt.Station, U. S. Department

2 S

¥ .
of Agriculture and Porest Service, 1972.

X.
«
e

Converse, Jean M. and Schuman, Howard, Conversations

at Random: Survey!Research

As Interviewers- See Tt.

New York: John'Wiley, 1974. t ’

Jahoda, Marie; Deutsch, Mortom;, and Cook, §fuar£ W., Research Methods in Social

Relationg With Special Reference to Prejudice, Part One: Basic Process.

. New York: The Dryden Press, 195I.

Jahoda, Marie; Deutsch, Morton and Cook, Stuart,W., Research Methods In Socidl

Relations With Special Reference to Prejudice, Part Two: Selected Technigpes..
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Sudman, Seymour and Bradburn, Norman M., Response Efiects-in Surveys: A‘Review

-

and Synthesis. Chicago: Aldine, 1974.
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4. SELECTEP DATA AND AGENCY SOURCES
’ ‘ Ek . YL .,' -

Data

{(a) The U. §. Census and the Detroit Metropolitan Area Data System (DﬁADS)

-~ Y “s

DMADS is a computer-based data system that has been compiled from the

first and fourth counts. of the Census of P:iéiation and Census of Housing for

1970. The system can be ué%d to generate : atistical data and maps of the seven

county Detroit region. Twenty-five hundred variables have been assembled and

I4 ¥

stored on computer tape. For any one variable, there are 1168 pieces of,informﬁtion

corresponding to the frequency with which that variable occurs in each_of the *'p

region's 1168 census tracts. Further, variables can be manipulated and combined
to form new variables. For example, the foreign stock population is generated-

by combining the foreign born with native of foreign or mixed parentage,

Chinese Japanese, Filipino, Hawaiian, Korean, and Spanish origin population, as

well as counts of the foreign born and the second generation, or the native

population of foreign or miged parentage. Mother tongue data are also available

from the census. In 1970, the respondent,‘regardless of place of birth, was

I

asked what language other than English was usually spoken in the home when he was
a child. Mother tongue data provide a more accurate enumeration of"

some ethnic populations than counts of foreign stock; in some cases, they provide
@ '

) . .
the only enumeration (e.g.‘Yiddish).

\

DMADS can be used to portray the distributional pattern, that'is the

relative concentration, of each of the 2500 variables throughout the seven county
’ g
region. Countour-type maps are generated‘hy 1inear interpolation among the array

\ S

of 1168 pointe.. - § ’
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Etlinic data in the census consist of counts of the Black, American Indian,
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°

Maps can be drawn at any scale with the maximum map size restricted to

a width of 30 inches. Large size maps of small areas such éé neighborhoods or
. el

communities can also be drawn.

A variety of summary statistics can also be generated, includi#rfg population

- N

- totals, location quotients, and percent of variable population in each tract.

L .
. For further informgtion about the data system or about obtaining other
data, inquiries can be addressed to: -
DMADS
Ethnic Stpdies¢Division
Center for Urban Studies : . . .

5229 Cass Avenue
Detroit, Michigan 48202
(or phone: 313-577-2154)

( Wayne State University

A\

(b) Agencies in the Detroit Area

5 ’ . ¢ -

\?gencx Address Phone
The Internationg% Institute 100 E. Kirby, Detroit 48202 _ 871-8600
Ethnic Studies Division, Center 5
for UEEan Studies, Wayne State U. 5229 Cass, Detroit 48202 577-2}54
Southeast MichiganfRegional ~
Ethnic Heritage Studies Center 71 E. Ferry, Detroit 48202 872-2225
R \ , «
Folklore Archive, Wayne State .
University . 144 Purdy Library 577-4053
:Detroit Historical Museum 5401 Woodward, Detroit 48202 833-1805_
Burton ;zlijtoyﬁ:al 0011ecc15§) - Degroft Fublic Library ,s202 321-1000
[ . C, o
Southéﬁs&lMichigai Council of 8th Floor Book Bldg.
Government§’ Detroit 48226 g 961-4266
Michigan Civil Rights Comm. 9th Floor, Cadillac Sq. Bldg.
Research & Planning Division Detroit 48226 256-2622
Detroit 'Planning Dept. 801 Cigy-County Bldg.
Ddta Coordination Division Detroit 48226
(Ms. Patricia Becker) 224-6389
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APPENQIX:‘ QUESTIONNAIRE USED IN THE 1971 DETROIT AREA ETHNIC MAPPING ,PROJECT

- .
INTERVIEWER'S NAME e

CELL NUMBER . ’ QUADRANT NUMBER 2 A(

LOCATION (spe%ifiaatross-streets whereyinterview taken) M

- e, ‘

1) I'm iumeresteﬁ in finding out where different ethnic groups live in the
Detroit area. By ethnic, I mean Black, Appalachian white, Polish, German,

Jewish, and so on. I'm working on a school project to make a map of ethnic

groups in Detroit. ; ’

2) Do you know whether\most of the people living in this neighborhood -
at least half of the residents - are members of one ethnic group?
Yes B No

If yes, which group? : ) '

If answer to 2) is No, proceed with question 3: .
. e .
3) Are there two or three, ethnic groups,” which whén taken together make up
at least half of the population of this neighborhood’
Yes No

If yes: 2 groups ( ) v 3 groups ( ) .

Which groups? s ” s .

1f answer to 3) 'is No, then proceed with question 4;

4) Are there more than three ethnic groups represented in this neighborhood’
Yes " No

, If yes: List as many: of the ethnic groups represente in the neighborhood
as you can -

*

- ® R - i

5) Do you know precisely where the ethnic group or groups live in this area?

. Please be as precise as possible. . g '
Lroup Cross~streets or landmarks
N\ . .
L - )

g
4

6) Are most members of this group or groups (over half of them) foreigh, born,
or children of foreign born, or grandchildren of foreign born?
Group Foreign born Children of f.b. Grandchildren of f.b.

~ ) *

7) Other information-given by person being interviewed:

A

13

Thank you very much for your cooperation. :37, - ¢
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